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8,080 miles away
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. Washington 1
. I!Brmtnseekstoexpelmgenﬁna trumtheFalkland':
~ Islands with a combination of air. sea, and ground-forces, '
. its mission is replete thh pmblms and dangers. say de-f'
“fense experts.- 0 w7 :
j- Butmedmnnngtaskotresupplyinga(orceaooo-mx}s_
away from bome bases and starming onto heavlly defended '

..... ,.-_‘.

Two other British isiands. m the South Atiantic. — St
Helena and Tristan da Cunba to the south of Ascension ls-
land — seemingly have nothmg to ol(er inthe pmentcrlsis
'Neltherbasan airstrip. - -

*“There are certainly no-lacmhs there-wmch would be
bf any advantage to the Royal Navy.” says a British source
&ho asked not to be identified. Reactivation of the defunct
‘Simonstown Agreement by-.which the-Royal Navy was
‘permitted use of the Simonstown naval base-near Cape

- ‘Town is not likely-according to the sou:ce.Bmam canceled

it

|

. islands is not beyond its capacities. they stress.~ ~::. - ..
i IftheBﬂnshapun-eof_trigidSouthGeorgiaslgnalsan-

AngltrAroeane war over the Falklands, asnowseemspos-
* .. sible, Britain faces the’ task of setting up an effective air

theagreunentwm:South Africa in 1967. - s
--.Withmerecapu.ueo!SoutbGeotgm.someBOOmﬂueast
iof the Falklands, Britain now has & safe-haven in the midst

S

) ‘Falklands.anassemqndemedbytbesrmshmmm-yof-

“ blockade of the islands: It would also face the sk of land-
mgamwtlyhrgeandheavﬂyamedtcmwneuml-
| ize betweensooomm-OOOArgmnnetmopsnowdugmw
. theFa"ﬂIlﬂ! ....__.. . S iem . .

- sAccording- 10 ‘n)e‘nms o! -London, an ‘advance eonhn-—
. gent of Royal Marine commandos has already-fanded in the-

-t o -—_ i
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. Defense; “sivg -
N 4 theoppoddon is pret!y strongand you don't have a
" very good. orchestrated, and powerful capability, you just'
* don't et ashore.” declares John M. Collins,. semorspeczﬂ-:
lstmnationaldafenseattbeubmry of Congress. - -~ -
. Combined operations are “the-most difficult kind, " 'na<
. val expert Norman Polmar adds, *especially when the en-
-emy is waiting for you at virm:slly the extrenﬂty of a véry..
- longlogx.st:c.shne" . e RS S
= The problem of refueling and resupp)ymg the British flo- 3

Brr S ‘.'-ﬁ

- {of -an inhospitable- ocean, though the S&mne lmg lshnd

lacksan airstrip and any real port facilities, -

.‘Essentially most.of what the British fleet needs trcm
.avianon‘mel and spare parts.to cocoa and-frozen.peas =
hasmbesmppedwme&mmnstmmBritam Some
dtems, “however, -can .be flown :to Ascension-lsland and
:loaded aboard transportsthere.; - ... _- ; e e
7 _“Youmust look at things, m.perspecnve, -5aysa Brlush
source. *“The Royal Navy has-for.a long time operated aj
long way from bome. Distances of 8,000 miles are not in
‘themselves exceptional.”” But he concedes that it has rarel;m
‘conducted operatians 5o far from a forward operating base.3

Appreciating this, the Admiralty in London has repon-,
edly dispatched fis war fieet with a train of support ships. In «
all, the Royal Navy can muster 14 tankers. 4 ﬂeet replemsh-a
ment ships, &and 3 stores-carrying vessels. ..o=z;. * -.

‘#L.think -you. can forget- the--supply s hnes." <assertsi

nl'~‘

Brookings . Institution fellow-Michael MccGwire: .In. hisi
view, supply poses no inordinate problem as no shipment oL
‘‘massive equipment"” is involved.MceGwire; a Briton and |
: superableome.. - .- - cer simty T anexpertontbeRoyalNavy believes there will not be any4
=+ Collins is.]ess mgmng “You' re’lookmg at a logisnuu : great. expenditure of munitions-onshore: And transporting
s 'nightmare " hesays, — % ol rwk. e e fuei “is :)usL smnelhmg we've.always-been.good at.”.hes

-~ The only signiticant stepping stme Britiin can use indts 4 S3Ys. e oo TR ISR .:*ﬁ‘f«-:.::-.u

*<tilla -~ which includes the aircraft carriers Invincible and-
: Hermes and tbe assault ships Fearless and Intrepid —-.is a |
--formidable one. British naval omce.rs admit, but not an in-
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South -“Atlantic-operations is.Ascension lsiand. where tbe:]
- Union Jack has-fiown since 1815 and which lies some- -3.500
" milés trom the Falklands. Reportedly troops-and supplies’.
: connnnempourmhotbeishndbyair. RIS PRSI
- But Collins is not impressed with the jsland’s utﬂity 1t
sure isn't 2 very good staging areaora x'supplyam. be
:says. *It's like calling Diego Garciaa good staging post for
‘operations in the Middie East whexﬂt's z.ooo miles trom the
Strait of Hormuz.” .
- Nevertheless, sayde!ense amlysts Aseensxon stand is
Jbetter than-ndthing. The Royal Air Force is already flying
-4ts Nimrod anti-submarine and ocean surveiliance aireraft
from the island.in support of the nival task force. though
tbenrcranucktberangetoopsateova-thef‘alkhndx
thunselvs - e e T
If Britain employs its: Vulean ‘bombers- (now carrying
cmentsonal instead of nuclear weapons) against such Ar-
gentine targets as military airfields and the naval base at
‘Comodoro Rivadavia, they might sortie from Ascension. ;=
The Ministry of Defense in London recently announced
-that the range of 2.number of Vulcans is being extended for
“possibie action against Argentinas “Anything like that will
jnsmmmum;mmmmmwng
domornot." M:.Polmarsays.... -
- The . Vulcans carry zl bomhs of x.ooo

DM ~--ﬁ~-

pmmdsuchandclnbemmdedlnmeair

But the ltdrniralty may well. be:egmtﬁng 03t it trans-

. ferred an air stores support ship to the US-Navy in 1980. It?

may also regret that it scrapped the heavy'repaxrs!np Tn-"
‘umpb earlier this year. ™ ...uou. u- swngmic et bl ety
- -*The Triumph:could have attended:to- battle-demaged‘
ships at-Ascension.Istand. Without it: tbeywm,have to slog?
‘theirway back to Gibraltar for repairs: “z2- o™ 3T Us.d]
. “Bad weather-could also damage- vessels in the flotilla:d
‘Far the next six months, vioient storms will lash the waters !
around the Falkhnds-nmcnngm andmropmﬁons oD 1
both sides. In fact. the region’s appeiling winter weather, |
with other factors; make a good argument for" speedy land--
ing of British assault forces. Their combat-readiness can-
not be improved by weeks at sez in cramped eondmons. al
prey to boredom, apprehension.-and sea-sicknessT” - ;- 4
-But the Royal Navy is no stranger to storm-and bempest.
It sails too trequently in the North Atlantic for that. If any-
‘thing. the: Antarctic-like temperatures to be found in thei
South Atlantic are a greater threat than the weather.. affect-}
+ing the performance of ships and crews. - . l-‘.;\  apim t
- + But supplies and storms aside, ean the Roya! Navy, send
Argenhnewmhlp:wthebonomumeneedanses" T
* “My presumption is that wbat the Royal Navy putsdawni
tbmhunauvalhanhmndpomugomgubem
hard to compete with."-says John Collins; A British naval i
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Michael MccGwire is-convinced that Britain's nuclear-
powered hunter-kilier submarines will have. no .trouble
disposing of Argenuna s surface fleet, a view shared by US
experts..As many as five may now be prowungtbe
Falklands. Extremely quiet submarines. carrying anti-ship
missiles besides. their torpedoes, they make seaborne

" resupply of the Argentine forces on the Falklands a perilous .

undertaking. though they would wish for deeper water. .
A prime target for the British submarines will undoubt-
‘edly be the aging Argentine aircraft-carrier 25 de Mayo.
uauncbedmnmammm“msvmu.wxmmu
AUS-nade Skyhawk attack aircraft).

: Mcchbeuemms“meavmle"munArgenﬂue-
Submarine could slip in amongst the British fieet, but says
theposxibimy“tsnotveryutely"TbeRoyaanvylspar- .
iticularty adept at antisibmarine warfare, experts say. nol- .

mgmammmmvymm\ymmm

Even H—Argemma had zn,nnn men_oq o
" the.Falklands, they could not guard - ""'.
Buumi!esofmggedmletsandbays. ™ it
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certain the US can.” says Polmar “and we are probab\v
closer to tne Brts man anv otner-nation as far as xmeT:T

_gence cooperation.” ..
Both combatants are rebortedfv gettinﬂ spv satellite in- |
. [formation on each other’s fleet movements from tneir re-

$pective superpower friencs.
In their attempt to relieve the Falklands -British delense

chiefs are thought to be chieflv cancerned-about. the air
power Argentina can deploy and the size of the Argentine
force occupying the islands. Reportedly tanks, amuery
-and :mnehelds could greet assauiting British forces.

,*Ihe airpower for an amphsbxous landmg is prettv
umited." John Collins declares. -

:Even }f the airstrip at Port Stanley canbe lengt.hened in
time (menaresomer:portsithasbecn lengthened). it is
-unlikely that Argentine aircraft will be permitted to use it
~at Port.Stanley in.any battie. A first_priority of Brmsh
- -forees-will be fts destruction, say defense analysts —

- '-mnch bprwentturtherngra_upp)y otthexslandsasan_y

-~-use by fighter ajreraft. — - Rttty =3
.7The-Argentine Air Force has-the advantage of soutberly
hndbasa. which enable if to conduct regular sweeps overs
. thé Falklands. But the Argeatine Skyhawks are slower than’
the British Harriers and lacks radar. Moreover the British-

1machine, g vertical take-off jet. needsnomrstnptooperate] _

has been reduced to only two usable-submarines.{although,___'from-and could be-deployed-at-many spots ox the two-
according:to earlier reports. Argentina would still three lands: In addition, attacking Argentine aircraft will have to

mhsle!taﬁ.ertheuttackontfnmbatSouthGeorgiﬂ- - .
* ‘The Santa Fe, which began life as the US submarine’ --
“Catfish in 1944, was badly damaged during the British at-_
tack ob South-Georgia. The Buenos Aires newspaper-La |
Prmhunmereportedmtitwasswtﬂedbynsmwm
prevent its falling into Britishhands. -

Argentina’s siender submarine force would ‘ot course.
&lso be. liable to destruction by the Boyal Navy s hunter-
killer submarines.- A, -

lnthekeynmdelecmmcwarfne tbeRoyalNavyts
acknowledged to have a considerable edge over:its’ Argen—
tine counterpart. It should be able to jam communications
between. the:Falklands and -Argentina- and within: the is-.
lands themselves, something that could play havoc with the
junta’s attermpts weom!mte ﬂe!une of the mands they
_ seized Aprit2. -

Britain mav eveni be able to mﬂ Argenuna's nava!
. code, wnich wouid assist it m 1 s jorces.

(o4 -l‘:

eanteod with the anti-aircraft defenses of the British fieet: 73 "'
:2 Although the British flotilla has lost strategic surprise |t..
retains the important element of tactical surprise and can
“presumably land its Royal Marine commandos wherever it
.chooseson East or- West Falkland Islang.. cemwr. —e- = .o 59 .4
“Even if Argeptina bad 20,000 nen on the islands they :
eould pot guard 800 miles of rugged inlets and bays say-y
lysts..*They don't know from whxch dxrechon we re go- R
tngtoeome." says MccGwire.
But military planning has & way of gomg wrong and no—
body inthe Royal Navy flotilla has forgotten that the Argen-*
- tine ‘Navy possesses two modern. British-built dstxvyets
-the Hércules and Santisima Trinidad. __ _ .1
- Some analysts here believe that = buoyed. byitsmccess.
on South Georgia and conscious of the enormous cost of the:
operabon ‘and the danger of keeping troops ©on ships 100 long;
—:Britain may decide to launch a. ma;or landmg on the.
.. Falkland Islands in the next few days. . ' ;3
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